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Teamed with USEPA and FuelCell Energy, King County - /

(Seattle metropolitan area) installed a molten carbon-
ate fuel cell in its South Treatment Plant. Connected
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to the plant’s digester gas system, the fuel cell began King County Fuel Cell Electrical Efficiency and Power Production
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Follow our progress at In the fuel cell stack. Alr flows through the cathode. Hydrogen splits into electrons @ C(Capital cost is decreasing, but still high relative to traditional power generating technologies. Total -

and protons at the anode, and the electrons leave the fuel cell. The electrons return

http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wtd/fuelcell at the cathods, react with oxygen, and form water budget for project approximately $22.8 million ($12.5M USEPA, $9.4M FCE, $0.9M KC). Subsidies 0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000

and regulatory drivers are currently required to make fuel cell technology cost effective. Even with POWER OUTPUT (MW)
the cost hurdle, worldwide fuel cell sales are growing.



